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Who Is Disloyal to America? 


Henry STEELE ComMMaAGER * 


On May 6 a Russian-born girl, Mrs. Shura Lewis, gave a he added gratuitously, was “repugnant to all who are working 
talk to the students of the Western High School of Washing- with youth in the Washington schools,” and “the entire affair 
ton, D. C. She talked about Russia—its school system, its contrary to the philosophy of education under which we oper- 
public health program, the position of women, of the aged, ate.” Mr. Danowsky, the hapless principal of the Western 


of the workers, the farmers, and the professional classes— High School, was “the most shocked and regretful of all.” 
and compared, superficially and uncritically, some American The District of Columbia Committee would be happy to know 
and Russian social institutions. The most careful examina- that though he was innocent in the matter, he had been 
tion of the speech—happily reprinted for us in the Congres- properly reprimanded! 

sional Record—does not disclose a single disparagement of It is the reaction of the educators that makes this episode 


anything American unless it is a quasi-humorous reference more than a tempest in a teapot. We expect hysteria from 
to the cost of having a baby and of dental treatment in this Mr. Rankin and some newspapers; we are shocked when we 
eountry. Mrs. Lewis said nothing that had not been said a see educators, timid before criticism and confused about first 
thousand times, in speeches, in newspapers, magazines, and principles, betray their trust. And we wonder what can be 
books. She said nothing that any normal person could find that “philosophy of education” which believes that young 


objectionable. people can be trained to the duties of citizenship by wrapping 
Her speech, however, created a sensation. A few students their minds in cotton-wool. : : 
walked out on it. Others improvised placards proclaiming Merely by talking about Russia Mrs. Lewis was thought 


their devotion to Americanism. Indignant mothers telephoned to be attacking Americanism. It is indicative of the serious- 
their protests. Newspapers took a strong stand against the ness of the situation that during this same week the House 
outrage. Congress, rarely concerned for the political or found it necessary to take time out from the discussion of 
economic welfare of the citizens of the capital city, reacted the labor bill, the tax bill, the International Trade Organiza- 
sharply when its intellectual welfare was at stake. oka ony end the world oe = kat ae i eres 
‘men Rankin and Dirksen thundered and lightened; the Dis- ism from a new quarter. us time it was the artists who 
trict of Columbia Committee went into a huddle; there were were undermining the American system, and members of 
demands for housecleaning in the whole school system, which the House spent some hours passing around reproductions 
was obviously shot through and through with Communism. of the paintings which the State Department had sent abroad 
All this might be ignored, for we have learned not to expect as part of its program for advertising American culture. We 
ither intelligence or understanding of Americanism from this | need not pause over the exquisite humor which congressmen 
lement in our Congress. More ominous was the reaction of displayed in their comments on modern art: weary statesmen 
he educators entrusted with the high responsibility of guiding | must have their fun. But we may profitably remark the 
eee aa eres, rua oa wg al ci pa 
Did they stand up for intellectual freedom id they insis ¢ 2 . aint- 
hat Se taahook eiitdren had the right and the duty to learn ings; it shortly appeared, was that they viele un-American. 
ibout other countries? Did they protest that students were 2 Sond tos Ee Ra Sao SS ee 
use intelligence and common sense? Did they - erhaps V . ; 
Las hae She eteteantans of their students was ce on Un-American Activities were levied upon to prove that — 
ugh to resist propaganda? Did they perform even the of the forty-five artists represented “no less than twenty 5 
entary task, expected of educators above all, of analyzing were definitely New Deal in various shades of Communism. 
m ch-criticized speech ? we ms ; — nee facts oe aes for geek - pate 
<t pee SOS leg Se : wenty; we can content ourselves wi e first o em, 
oe sar ee cup ca ae i ta -Ben-Zion. What is the evidence here? “Ben-Zion was one — = 
eee ee ; ho hele: thinness (oo the signers ofa letter sent to President Roosevelt by the 
e oresepiatives aise fer Beer the AS se d ne ‘United American Artists which urged help to the USSR and 
nfessed, “a very uate mcttierence/ Anaad Britain after Hitler attacked Russia.” He was, in short, a 
the whole school system.” What Mrs. Lewis said, ¢ejiow-traveler of Churchill and Roosevelt. 4 eoXr: 
, Steele Commager, professor of history at Columbia Unt- 
: od ent and heritage 
U 3 reprinted from 
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you are a Jew”) Representative Williams of Mississippi rose 
to denounce the Survey-Graphic magazine and to add further 
to our understanding of Americanism. The Survey-Graphic, 
he said, “contained 129 pages of outrageously vile and 
nauseating anti-Southern, anti-Christian, un-American, and 
pro-Communist tripe, ostensibly directed toward the elmina- 
tion of the custom of racial segregation in the South.” It was 
written by “meddling un-American purveyors of hate and 
indeceney.” 

All in all, a busy week for the House. Yet those who make 
a practice of reading their Record will agree that it was 
a typical week. For increasingly Congress is concerned with 
the eradication of disloyalty and the defense of Americanism, 
and seareely a day passes that some Congressman does not 
treat us to exhortations and admonitions, impassioned appeals 
and eloquent declamations, similar to those inspired by Mrs. 
Lewis, Mr. Ben-Zion, and the editors of the Survey-Graphic. 
And searcely a day passes that the outlines of the new 
loyalty and the new Americanism are not etched more sharply 
in public policy. 

And this is what is significant—the emergence of new pat- 
terns of Americanism and of loyalty, patterns radically dif- 
ferent from those which have long been traditional. It is 
not only the Congress that is busy designing the new patterns. 
They are outlined in President Truman’s recent disloyalty 
order; in similar orders formulated by the New York City 
Council and by state and local authorities throughout the 
country ; in the programs of the D.A.R., the American Legion, 
and similar patriotic organizations; in the editorials of the 
Hearst and the McCormick-Patterson papers; and in an 
elaborate series of advertisements sponsored by large corpora- 
tions and business organizations. In the making is a revival 
of the red hysteria of the early 1920’s, one of the shabbiest 
chapters in the history of American democracy; and more 
than a revival, for the new crusade is designed not merely 
to frustrate Communism but to formulate a positive definition 
of Americanism, and a positive concept of loyalty. 

What is the new loyalty? It is, above all, conformity. 
It is the uncritical and unquestioning acceptance of America 
as it is—the political institutions, the social relationships, the 
economie practices. It rejects inquiry into the race question 
or socialized medicine, or public housing, or into the wisdom 
or validity of our foreign policy. It regards as particularly 
heinous any challenge to what is called “the system of private 
enterprise,’ identifying that system with Americanism. It 
abandons evolution, repudiates the once popular concept of 
progress, and regards America as a finished product, perfect 
and complete. 

It is, it must be added, easily satisfied. For it wants not 
intellectual conviction nor spiritual conquest, but mere out- 
ward conformity. In matters of loyalty it takes the word 
for the deed, the gesture for the principle. It is content 
with the flag salute, and does not pause to consider the warn- 
ing of our Supreme Court that “a person gets from a symbol 
the meaning he puts into it, and what is one man’s comfort 
and inspiration is another’s jest and scorn.” It is satisfied 
with membership in respectable organizations and, as it 
assumes that every member of a liberal organization is a 
Communist, concludes that every member of a conservative 
one is a true American. It has not yet learned that not 
everyone who saith Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom 
of Heaven. It is designed neither to discover real disloyalty 
nor to foster true loyalty. 
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What is wrong with this new concept of loyalty? What, 
fundamentally, is wrong with the pusillanimous retreat of 
the Washington educators, the barbarous antics of Wash- 
ington legislators, the hysterical outbursts of the D.A.R., the 
gross and vulgar appeals of business corporations? It is not 
merely that these things are offensive. It is rather that they 
are wrong—morally, socially, and politically. 

The concept of loyalty as conformity is a false one. It is 
narrow and restrictive, denies freedom of thought and of 
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conscience, and is irremediably stained by private and selfish 
considerations. “KHnlightened loyalty,” wrote Josiah Royee, 
who made loyalty the very core of his philosophy, 


means harm to no man’s loyalty. It is at war only with dis- 
leyalty, and its warfare, unless necessity constrains, is only a 
spiritual warfare. It does not foster class hatreds; it knows 
of nothing reasonable about race prejudices; and it regards all 
races of men as one in their need of loyalty. It ignores mutual 
misunderstandings. It loves its own wherever upon earth its 
own, namely. loyalty itself, is to be found. 
Justice, charity, wisdom, spirituality, he added, were all defin- 
able in terms of loyalty, and we may properly ask which of 
these qualities our contemporary champions of loyalty display. 
Above all, loyalty must be to something larger than oneself, 
untainted by private purposes or selfish ends. But what are 
we to say of the attempts by the NAM and by individual 
corporations to identify loyalty with the system of private 
enterprise? Is it not as if officeholders should attempt to 
identify loyalty with their own party, their own political 
careers? Do not those corporations which pay for full-page 
advertisements associating Americanism with the competitive 
system expect, ultimately, to profit from that association? 
Do not those organizations that deplore, in the name of 
patriotism, the extension of government operation of hydro- 
electric power expect to profit from their campaign? 
Certainly it is a gross perversion not only of the concept 
of loyalty but of the concept of Americanism to identify it 
with a particular economic system. This precise question, 
interestingly enough, came before the Supreme Court in the 
Schneiderman case not so long ago—and it was Wendell 
Willkie who was counsel for Schneiderman. Said the Court: 
Throughout our history many sincere people whose attachment 
to the general Constitutional scheme cannot be doubted have, for 
various and even divergent reasons, urged differing degrees of 
governmental ownership and control of natural resources, basic 
means of production, and banks and the media of exchange, either 
with or without compensation. And something once regarded as 
a species of private property was abolished without compensating 
the owners when the institution of slavery was forbidden. Can 
it be said that the author of the Emancipation Proclamation 
and the supporters of the Thirteenth Amendment were not 
attached to the Constitution? 


There is, it should be added, a further danger in the willful 
identification of Americanism with a particular body of 
economic practices. Many learned economists predict for the 
near future an economic crash similar to that of 1929. If 
Americanism is equated with competitive capitalism, what 
happens to it if competitive capitalism comes a cropper? 
If loyalty and private enterprise are inextricably associated, 
what is to preserve loyalty if private enterprise fails? Those 
who associate Americanism with. a particular program of 
economic practices have a grave responsibility, for if their 
program should fail, they expose Americanism itself to 
disrepute. 

The effort to equate loyalty with conformity is misguided 
because it assumes that there is a fixed content to loyalty and 


that this can be determined and defined. But loyalty is a 


principle, and eludes definition except in its own terms. It is 
devotion to the best interests of the commonwealth, and may 
require hostility to the particular policies which the govern- 
ment pursues, the particular practices which the economy 
undertakes, the particular institutions which society main- 
tains. ‘‘If there is any fixed star in our Constitutional con- 
stellation,” said the Supreme Court in the Barnette case, 
‘it is that no official, high or petty, can prescribe what shall 


be orthodox in politics, nationalism, religion or other matters _ 
of opinion, or force citizens to confess by word or act their — 


faith therein. If there are any circumstances which permit 
an exception they do not now occur to us.” $ 
True loyalty may require, in fact, what appears to the 
naive to be disloyalty. It may require hostility to certain 
provisions of the Constitution itself, and historians have not 
concluded that those who subscribed to the “Higher Law” 


were lacking in patriotism. We should not forget that our 
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tradition is one of protest and revolt, and it is stultifying to 
celebrate the rebels of the past—Jefferson and Paine, Emer- 
son and Thoreau—while we silence the rebels of the present. 
“We are a rebellious nation,” said Theodore Parker, known 
in his day as the Great American Preacher, and went on: 


Our whole history is treason; our blood was attainted before 
we were born ; our creeds are infidelity to the mother church; 
our constitution, treason to our fatherland. What of that? 
Though all the governors in the world bid us commit treason 
against man, and set the example, let us never submit. 


Those who would impose upon us a new concept of loyalty 
not only assume that this is possible, but have the presump- 
tion to believe that they are competent to write the definition. 
We are reminded of Whitman’s defiance of the “never-ending 
audacity of elected persons.” Who are those who would set 
the standards of loyalty? They are Rankins and Bilbos, 
officials of the D.A.R. and the Legion and the NAM, Hearsts 
and MeCormicks. May we not say of Rankin’s harangues on 
loyalty what Emerson said of Webster at the time of the 
Seventh of March speech: “The word honor in the mouth of 
Mr. Webster is like the word love in the mouth of a whore.” 

What do men know of loyalty who make a mockery of the 
Declaration of Independence and the Bill of Rights, whose 
energies are dedicated to stirring up race and class hatreds, 
who would straitjacket the American spirit? What indeed 
do they know of America—the America of Sam Adams and 
Tom Paine, of Jackson’s defiance of the Court and Lincoln’s 
celebration of labor, of Thoreau’s essay on Civil Disobedience 
and Emerson’s championship of John Brown, of the America 
of the Fourierists and the Come-Outers, of cranks and fa- 
naties, of socialists and anarchists? Who among American 
heroes could meet their tests, who would be cleared by their 
committees? Not Washington, who was a rebel. Not Jef- 
ferson, who wrote that all men are created equal and whose 
motto was “rebellion to tyrants is obedience to God.” Not 
Garrison, who publicly burned the Constitution; or Wendell 
Phillips, who spoke for the underprivileged everywhere and 
counted himself a philosophical anarchist; not Seward of the 
Higher Law or Sumner of racial equality. Not Lincoln, who 
admonished us to have malice toward none, charity for all; 
or Wilson, who warned that our flag was “a flag of liberty 
of opinion as well as of political liberty”; or Justice Holmes, 
who said that our Constitution is an experiment and that 
while that experiment is being made “we should be eternally 
vigilant against attempts to check the expression of opinions 
that we loathe and believe to be fraught with death.” 


III 


There are further and more practical objections against 
the imposition of fixed concepts of loyalty or tests of dis- 
loyalty. The effort is itself a confession of fear, a declara- 
tion of insolvency. Those who are sure of themselves do not 
need reassurance, and those who have confidence in the 
strength and the virtue of America do not need to fear either 
criticism or competition. The effort is bound to miscarry. 
It will not apprehend those who are really disloyal, it will 
not even frighten them; it will affect only those who can be 
labeled “radical.” It is sobering to recall that though the 
Japanese relocation program, carried through at such in- 
calculable cost in misery and tragedy, was justified to us 
on the ground that the Japanese were potentially disloyal, 
the record does not disclose a single case of Japanese dis- 
loyalty or sabotage during the whole war. The warning 
sounded by the Supreme Court in the Barnette flag-salute 
case is a timely one: 

Ultimate futility of such attempts to compel obedience is the 
lesson of every such effort from the Roman drive to stamp out 
Christianity as a disturber of pagan unity, the Inquisition as 


a means to religious and dynastic unity, the Siberian exiles as a 


means to Russian unity, down to the fast-failing efforts of our 
present totalitarian enemies. Those who begin coercive elimina- 
tion of dissent soon find themselves exterminating dissenters. 
Compulsory unification of opinion achieves only the unanimity 
of the graveyard. ae pe 


_ is nonconformist. 
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Nor are we left to idle conjecture in this matter; we have 
had experience enough. Let us limit ourselves to a single 
example, one that is wonderfully relevant. Back in 1943 
the House Un-American Activities Committee, deeply dis- 
turbed by alleged disloyalty among government employees, 
wrote a definition of subversive activities and proceeded to 
apply it. The definition was admirable, and no one could 
challenge its logie or its symmetry : 


Subversive activity derives from conduct intentionally destruc- 
tive of or inimical to the Government of the United States— 
that which seeks to undermine its institutions, or to distort its 
functions, or to impede its projects, or to lessen its efforts, the 
ultimate end being to overturn it all. 


Surely anyone guilty of activities so defined deserved not 
only dismissal but punishment. But how was the test ap- 
pled? It was applied to two distinguished scholars, Robert 
Morss Lovett and Goodwin Watson, and to one able young 
historian, William E. Dodd, Jr., son of our former Ambas- 
sador to Germany. Of almost three million persons employed 
by the government, these were the three whose subversive 
activities were deemed the most pernicious, and the House 
cut them off the payroll. The sequel is familiar. The Senate 
concurred only to save a wartime appropriation; the Presi- 
dent signed the bill under protest for the same reason. The 
Supreme Court declared the whole business a “bill of 
attainder” and therefore unconstitutional. Who was it, in 
the end, who engaged in “subversive activities”’—Lovett, 
Dodd, and Watson, or the Congress which flagrantly violated 
Article One of the Constitution? 

Finally, disloyalty tests are not only futile in application, 
they are pernicious in their eonsequences. They distract 
attention from activities that are really disloyal, and silence 
criticism inspired by true loyalty. That there are disloyal 
elements in America will not be denied, but there is no 
reason to suppose that any of the tests now formulated will 
ever be applied to them. It is relevant to remember that 
when Rankin was asked why his Committee did not investigate 
the Ku Klux Klan he replied that the Klan was not un- 
American, it was American! 

Who are those who are really disloyal? Those who inflame 
racial hatreds, who sow religious and class dissensions. Those 
who subvert the Constitution by violating the freedom of 
the ballot box. Those who make a mockery of majority rule 
by the use of the filibuster. Those who impair democracy 
by denying equal educational facilities. Those who frustrate 
justice by lynch law or by making a farce of jury trials. 
Those who deny freedom of speech and of the press and of 
assembly. Those who press for special favors against the 
interest of the commonwealth. Those who regard public 
office as a source of private gain. Those who would exalt the 
military over the civil. Those who for selfish and private 
purposes stir up national antagonisms and expose the world 
to the ruin of war. 


Will the House Committee on Un-American Activities in- 
terfere with the activities of these? Will Mr. Truman’s dis- 
loyalty proclamation reach these? Will the current cam- 
paigns for Americanism convert these? If past experience 
is any guide, they will not. What they will do, if they are 
successful, is to silence criticism, stamp out dissent—or drive 
it underground. But if our democracy is to flourish it must 
have criticism, if our government is to function it must have 
dissent. Only totalitarian governments insist upon con- 
formity and they—as we know—do so at their peril. With- 


out criticism abuses will go unrebuked; without dissent our 


dynamie system will become static. The American people 
have a stake in the maintenance of the most thorough-going | 
inquisition into American institutions. They have a stake 
in noneonformity, for they know that the American genius 
They have a stake in experimentation of 
the most radical character, for they know that only those 


who prove all things can hold fast that which is good. 


(Continued on page 143) 


"The Social Creed Applied in the World of Work" 


Concern congratulates The Christian Advocate for the 
article in the issue of August 28 under the title “The Social 
Creed Applied in the World of Work.” The emphasis on 
application is wholesome. We need that emphasis especially 
in this year when Christian education is being stressed in the 
Crusade for Christ, because it is well known that people learn 
by doing and by watching us do. 

Let us remember in this year of church school increase that 
schools are not the only educational agencies of the church. 
Every institution and enterprise sponsored by the church is 
involved in Christian education. As The Christian Advocate’s 
article suggested, we educate people to the Social Creed of 
the church by applying it in all our business. 

For example, it is more important that our Methodist Pub- 
lishing House be administered in accordance with the accepted 
meaning of those affirmations than it is for our literature to 
have “lessons” on the Social Creed. 

The Christian Advocate article states that application of its 
principles will make picket lines unnecessary. The task of 
making picket lines unnecessary is important—so important 
that the people who compose the picket lines must be enlisted 
in the task. Strikes and picket lines abound in industries 
that are either economically chaotic or in which the recogni- 
tion of labor’s right to organize is opposed and insofar as 
possible denied. Benevolence isn’t enough and is never the 
adequate Christian remedy. Democracy is definitely more 
desirable. The victims of injustice and inequality have their 
part in developing and enforcing remedies. Historically, 
their most effective device for accomplishing this has been 
unionization. 

In recognition of this fact the Methodist Social Creed has 
always contained an affirmation of “the right of employees 
and employers alike to organize for collective bargaining and 
social action; protection of both in the exercise of their right; 
the obligation of both to work for the publie good.” About 
as consistently, the management of the Methodist Publishing 
House has found ways of discouraging and effectively pre- 
venting the organization of employees in the great production 
plant in Nashville in anything that comes close to the usually 
accepted meaning of this item in the Methodist Social Creed. 

Before the Wagner Act the agents of the Methodist Pub- 
lishing House usually explained that working conditions and 
wages were so good that employees themselves were not in- 
terested in unions. Employees have been known to represent 
the matter differently. Between the enactment of the Wagner 
Act and the more recent Taft-Hartley law, the agents, in 
effect, said they were legally prevented from encouraging 
employees to organize. It remains to be seen how they will 
use the freedom to communicate with employees in such 
matters with which the Taft-Hartley law clothes them. 

The 1947 New York East Conference of The Methodist 
Church appointed a special committee “to investigate condi- 
tions of the Nashville Methodist Publishing House.” The 
report of this committee has been published in pamphlet 
form. The report says these relevant things in its sum- 
mary of conclusions: 


“‘We are convinced that the publishing agents will take 
little or no initiative in the matter (of making the pro- 
nouncement regarding organization of employees effective) 
and that our efforts should be directed towards the Board 
of Publication and the General Conference. The agents are 
surrounded by too many protective devices and needed even 
to be reminded of the Constitutional provision that the 
annual conference is the ‘basic body of the church.’ The 
disciplinary provisions should be revised so that the pub- 


lishing interests will be more susceptible to the processes of | 


democracy. 


* Reprinted from Concern, Oct. 8, 1947. 
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‘We do not regard the Nashville plant as the chief or 
only sinner in labor-management relations. We know the 
publishing agents can make a good comparative case in 
the treatment of their employees and for conditions of labor, 
hours, and wages. But there is in existence a benevolent 
dictatorship; the workers have not even a company union 
as a sounding board and are a long way from independent 
unions of their own choosing; they are subject to the whims 
and dislikes of foremen with no alternative but resignation. 
There is no grievance committee and no fellowship with 
workers in their own trade. In short, it is no better, if no 
worse, than a plant not run under the auspices of a church 
long committed to the social creed.’’ 


Concern suggests a phase of the current emphasis on Chris- 
tian education in the Crusade for Christ: that the Methodist 
Publishing House in Nashville unequivocally inform its em- 
ployees that traditional opposition to their organization into 
bona fide crafts of the Allied Printing Trades no longer exists. 

That would be a step toward real practicing Christianity 
and democracy in our American society. 


Resolution 


WueErkEAs, there appears in the October 8, 1947, issue of 
Concern, a bi-monthly publication of the National Conference 
of Methodist Youth, an editorial congratulating The Christian 
Advocate on publishing an article entitled “The Social Creed 
Applied in the World of Work,’’ 

Anp WHEREAS the editorial in Concern states eloquently 
and with compelling logic the position of the Allied Printing 
Trades Council regarding the Methodist Publishing House 
in Nashville, 

AND WHEREAS, it is realized that the position taken by 
Concern in this matter requires a keen understanding of the 
problems facing working people and a sincere courage of 
conviction. 

THEREFORE Be Ir REsouven that the Nashville Trades and 
Labor Council, here assembled, go on record as expressing 
the deepest appreciation of organized labor in Nashville to 
those responsible for the courageous action of this publication. 

Be Iv Furrner Resouvep that copies of this resolution be 
sent to the Editor of the Trades and Labor News and the 
Allied Printing Trades Council that the gratitude of organ- 
ized labor may be known. 


WHY NOT give a gift subscription to the SOCIAL 
QUESTIONS BULLETIN for Christmas? 


Mail check for $2.00, plus name of recipient, to the 
National Office. Recipient will be notified of your 
gift by special gift-subscription card. 


DO IT NOW! 


“.* 


Editorial 


what | have cleansed, call not thou common 


Last month we commented—not without perspicacity and 
humor, we thought—on the torturous route by which the 
Board of Temperance of our Methodist Church arrived at 
the point where it was willing to write the principle of racial 
equality into its lease with the restaurant in the Methodist 
Building in Washington. This is a great forward step, 
and it means that our Board of Temperance has.now reached 
the ethical level of the average New York saloon, which 

never did refuse to serve a man on account of his color. 
Of course, some people will disagree with us on this, but 
we will continue to maintain—as did Jesus—that discrimina- 
tion, pride, and arrogance are worse sins than drunkenness, 
theft, and harlotry. We refer our critics to the New Testa- 
ment, and welcome to our fellowship the Board of Temper- 
ance. Better late than never. 

This month we turn our big, sad eyes on the Board of 
Edueation, with headquarters in Nashville. 

Ah, Nashville! Proud center of the great Methodist heart- 
land, this sturdy fortress has been the scene of some of the 
bitterest fighting in the internecine warfare within our de- 
nomination. Here, as on a darkling plain, the ignorant 
armies have clashed by night, and the casualties have been 
tremendous. There is a temporary truce on now, but the 
South—beg pardon, the conservatives—still hold the capitol. 
Little Round Top (the Board of Education) and Big Round 
Top (the Board of Publication) are still occupied by the 
Confederacy. But the Union (Allied Printing Trades, that 
is) is reforming its lines, and there will be new charges. The 
communique from Concern, printed elsewhere in this issue, 
outlines the plan of attack now being plotted in the Union 
GHQ back in the New York East Conference. 

This assault, when it is resumed, will be directed against 
Big Round Top—The Board of Publication. It is on this 
eminence that reaction’s biggest guns are emplaced. It will 
be quite a battle, but the outcome is as inevitable as that of 
the other war that ravaged Tennessee. 

_ We are primarily concerned with the lesser fortification, 
the Board of Education. 

This Board is not only a part of the great civil war that 
goes on beneath the surface of Methodism, it is also a minia- 
ture civil war all by itself. And because some of our best 
‘friends constitute a sort of a fifth column within its ranks, 
particularly within its Youth Department, we will not be 
too hard on it. A rather thorough study has been made of it, 
with special emphasis on certain atrocities, and this will 
appear in due time, with an Evanston date-line. “Due time” 
will probably be the General Conference of 1948. The 

atrocities which will be exhumed then will be the summary 
execution of Blaine Kirkpatrick and Owen Geer a few years 
ago, and the more recent decapitation of Alfred Moore as 
editor of The Classmate. Heads will roll then. So be it. 
_ What we want to talk about now just briefly is that little 
“meditation” in an official Board publication, “Workshop,” 
which we mentioned last month. You remember—the one in 
which the colored girl says to the white girl “Why can’t we 
be friends? Oh, in a social way, no... .” ete., ete. All this 
to the accompaniment of soft music on the organ, although 
it is to be hoped that no organist will be gauche enough to 
accompany this meditative gem with “In Christ There Is No 
East or West.” The meditation draws to a high point with 
the colored girl saying: “You live in your world and I in 
mine; that’s the only way it can be, but in a democratic (sic!) 
” rs is 
e wonder if the Dept. of Publication, Board of Educa- 
J. Emerson Ford, Editor, ever heard of a document 
“The Social Creed of the Churches,” which was adopted 


by the General Conference of the Meth. Church in 1912 
and is printed in full in the Discipline. The Social Creed 
explicitly denies the kind of discrimination between races 
which is being held up as some sort of a worthy goal in 
that “meditation.” It is as much the law of the church 
as any of the other provisions of the Discipline. 

We would like to ask Mr. Ford a question: “Why ean’t 
the members of different races live together ‘in a social 
way’”? Why is that (Jim Crowism) “the only way it can 
be”? Come on, Mr. Ford, speak up. Say something. 

Because Mr. Ford will not, and the Board of which he is 
an employee will not, may we, on behalf of the Methodist 
Church, humbly apologize to the 13,000,000 Negro Americans 
whose brothers in Christ we are? We do believe, as our 
Master did, that we can live with our Negro brethren “in 
a social way.” Under God, we are determined to do so. 

The most deeply tragic aspect of the whole incident is 
that it is not Mr. Ford and the Board of Education, who have 
defended this despicable heresy, who will be censured through- 
out the church. We, who have ealled attention to it, and 
who have stood on the law of the church and the plain teach- 
ing of the New Testament, will be censured. And this is the 
measure of the ethical insensitivity of a people who could 
piously compact with the Mammon of Race Discrimination 
in order to achieve a spurious “unity.” 

But censured or no, we will continue to speak because we 
love the Methodist Church and want it to be clean. 


* * % * % % 


"Who are those who would set the standards of 
loyalty? They are Rankins and Bilbos, officials of the 
D.A.R. and the Legion and the N.A.M., Hearsts and 
McCormicks. May we not say of Rankin's harangues on 
loyalty what Emerson said of Webster at the time of the 
Seventh of March speech: ‘The word honor in the mouth 
of Mr. Webster is like the word love in the mouth of a 
whore.’ " 


—Henry Steele Commager 
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Behind the Headlines 


The way in which the “Marshall Plan” is being made and 
put through is a demonstration of how progressive forces 
can be taken in a direction opposite to that in which they 
want to go. To avoid a splitting fight the CIO adopted a 
compromise resolution supporting economie aid for Kuropean 
reconstruction. Now national officers are sending instructions 
to local Councils to come out for the Plan. Church groups 
have been following, with some reservations, the advice of the 
Christian Century which told them that Christians could not 
support the “Truman Doctrine” because it led to war but 
could support the “Marshall Plan” because it was a con- 
structive effort to solve the European problem. 

Meantime there was no “Marshall Plan,” and could not be 
until the necessary preliminary work was coordinated in a 
draft ready for Congressional action. Early in this process 
Marshall himself pointed out that there was only an indica- 
tion of our willingness to give economic help to Europe and 
a suggestion as to implementing that. He also disavowed 
the sole credit assigned to him for these preliminary steps. 
But his protest made no headway against the headline men- 
tality which finds the world too big for it and so is easily 
caught by the deceptive phrases which are a substitute for 
analysis of the facts. This is the first of the controls which 
those who own, and support by advertising, our “free press” 
are able to exert over the forming of public opinion. 

What the labor and religious forces desired and were sup- 
porting was a general statement of purpose, without know- 
ing all that was in it and behind it. They were endorsing 
a promissory note for aid to economic reconstruction in 
Europe as a removal of one of the causes of war. That was 
what they wanted. But what have they been getting? - 

The State Department began to tell them months ago, in 
one of the first expressions of its new policy of appealing 
to the voter and taxpayer instead of ignoring him. One of 
the first reactions to the announcement of the “Marshall Plan” 
was that the “Truman Doctrine” was being dropped as a 
dangerously negative policy and was being supplanted by 
a positive, constructive approach. Not so, said the Depart- 
ment, the Plan is one of the ways to implement the Doctrine. 
The meaning is plain enough for him who runs to read. 
Economie aid to Europe is not merely for reconstruction, 
nor because of the necessity of that to our own prosperity. 
Behind it is the larger purpose of the Truman economic, 
political, and military aid offensive against the Soviet Union 
and Communism. So it has become a part of the “cold war” 
which we started when Roosevelt died and to which the 
Soviet leaders have naturally responded in kind. This con- 
nection doomed the effort to failure from the start. Its 
suecess depended upon the cooperation of the Soviet Union 
and her associates. How could anybody imagine that this 
cooperation could be secured through proposals admittedly 
connected with the Truman offensive? ‘A house divided 
against itself cannot stand.” Peace cannot be attained by_ 
working for it with one only, while the other hand works 
for war. : 

_ Then journalists close to the State Department began to 


eerie Raa ate that if the Acheson-Marshall approach failed the 


y alternative was the Hoover-Dulles plan for the economic 
ion of Germany and Europe. This showed that the anti- 
t forces in the State Department, and among White 
e advisers, were winning out. The next step, now being 
agra: d, is the Hoover-Byrnes separate peace with 
the attempt e UN 


not afford to tie our economy to the dictated policies 


of reconstruction under national 


which the Soviet attitude is determined is not being openly 
mentioned by us any more than oil, or naval and air bases 
were mentioned in the Greek-Turkish program. The point is 
the control of German industry and its war potential. Con- 
cerning a collateral point of friction, David Lawrence, con- 
servative editor of The United States News, says: “We are 
trying, if the truth be known, to build up Japan as a potential 
ally in the Far East.” These issues should have been put 
under the UN, along with the whole matter of economic 
rehabilitation. Our unilateral action is strategie as well as 
economic. If it succeeds the German economy becomes not ~ 
only a subsidiary part of the American investment empire 
but also a military asset. This contingency, along with our — 
stockpiling of the atomic bomb is poisoning the international 
atmosphere so that the agreement which in a moment of sanity 
our representative at the UN belatedly admitted was neces- — 
sary to solve the problem increasingly becomes impossible. 
Through all recorded history the evil gods, Mars and Mam- 
mon, have been working partners, and their cooperation has 
never brought anything but disaster to the human race. 
Economically our present program is unworkable. No re- 
construction can come to Europe if the agricultural Hast is” 
sundered from the industrial West. What Europe needs is 
economie unity. Even Hitler knew that much. Now, having © 
paid the price for the use of that knowledge by armed thugs 
to exact tribute, Eastern, and part of Central, Europe is — 
not minded to pay any more in milder form to monopolistic 
investment for profit. They do not need any instructions from 
Moscow on that point. 4 
It is a silly exhibition for our highest officials to parrot — 
the saying that refusal to accept our proposals, and opposi- 
tion to them, means that Communists are against economic ~ 
recovery. In its latest statement to the public about our pro- 
posed economic aid the State Department says that “Any — 
governments, political parties or groups which attempt to — 
prolong human misery for political profit will meet with — 
unqualified opposition from the U. 8.” That is only another — 
way of saying, as we did cutting off food, that we are against — 
Communists. Also it proclaims ignorance in high places that — 
is becoming increasingly dangerous. Communist theory 
learned long ago that starving people do not make successful 
revolutions. Soviet leaders have learned from recent history — 
what Walter Lippman just discovered in Europe that eco- — 
nomie chaos in the great industrial nations brings to power — 
the fascist Right not the Communist Left. Hence instead of - 
profiting from chaos it is to their interest to prevent it. Our 
leadership is losing the opportunity to act upon that fact. 
There is plenty of testimony from non-communists and 
from some of our own correspondents concerning the leader- 
ship that communists have won in Eastern Europe by their 
intelligent work for economic reconstruction on a part socialist 
and part capitalist basis. We have proposed only a straight 
capitalist basis. That was one reason why Molotov went back 
from Paris to recommend non-cooperation. We then charged 
them with waiting to profit from the chaos following a pre- 
dicted collapse of the capitalist economy. They said we | 


capitalist monopolists which are bound to fail 
associated nations concurred. They had behind 


our correspondents agree is not to be 

lands whose economy still depen 

financiers. They said “Better to 
go down in 
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that aid to Europe will bring us prosperity change the fact 
that last time our bankers’ loans to Germany helped on the 
collapse here and helped Hitler to power. And how else is 
the kind of aid we are now talking about to be financed? 

It is reported that when the Congressional Select Com- 
mittee on Aid to Europe was ready to sail Homé it was joined 
by Allen Dulles (younger brother of John Foster and member 
of the same firm) who had been requested to advise them 
on financial provisions of their report. He is alleged to have 
brought the suggestions of a group of financiers advising 
three sources of funds; taxation; confiscated German capital ; 
a private bond issue underwritten by our government. The 
only difference from last time on this major item is that the 
taxpayer would now hold the bag. And what will he put in it 
when the billions we are proposing to pour into Europe 
to save an economic system that over there has been suf- 
ficiently “weighed in the balances and found wanting” can- 
not be collected. 

How long is it going to take the American people to see 
through the fallacy that production ean be increased by 
adding to the debt structure whose charges the producers 
have to pay? We still have to meet the deferred bills for 
the tribute high finance exacted before it would organize 
our war production. And despite the number of our half fed 
and half taught children, because we have escaped the destruc- 
tion that came to Europe, we are still blind to the fact that 
the struggle for profit cannot meet the needs of the post-war 
world. 

The Atlantic and UN Charters, and the Yalta Agreement, 
envisaged an approach to the problem of reconstruction 
through democratically releasing the productive forces by 
putting needed capital to work on the basis of reasonable 
service charges instead of letting it sit at the crossroads of 
life collecting what tribute the traffic will bear. There is 
ground in the experience and attitudes of Hastern Europe 
for assurance that through this approach the tragedy of a 
divided Europe and a divided world, with its threat of mutual 
destruction, could be avoided. Do those who want to get rid 
of this menace forever have to learn the hard way that we 
“eannot serve God and Mammon”? 


In Your Papers? 


Chiang Kai Shek has outlawed the Democratic League, a 
coalition bloe indispensable to General Marshall’s goal of 
a government without extremists of Left or Right. Before 
this was done a number of the leaders were shot. Of the 
names reported, all but one were well known Christians. 
Feng Yu-hsiang, the “Christian General” of earlier days, 


- now in this country on a government mission, protested. Now 


: 


friends of his in Manchuria have been arrested, and some 
executed, on charges of treasonable conspiracy. 


Proportional Representation was rejected in Pittsfield, 
Mass., “with the Roman Catholie Church a predominating 


- factor. A statement was read in all Catholic churches saying 
it had not been sufficiently explained, had a bad sound and 


@ wo -*)e). on iii Ae 


“eould affect our church and people in many ways.” One 
pastor called it “the most vicious thing ever presented”; an- 
other described its backers as “phony devotees of democracy.” 


hie * 


Bill Mauldin, famous GI cartoonist, says that during five 
rs in the army only three of his drawings were stopped, 
1d that because they showed secret equipment. But in 
first year out of the army his syndicate censored more 


~ “Damn good sermon’ this morning!” 
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Concerning the meeting of the Progressive Citizens of 
America in Independence Square, Philadelphia, to protest 
against the recent actions of the Un-American Activities 
Committee, where a stink bomb was exploded under the 
speaker’s stand, the platform and microphone was captured 
by the leaders of a mob, and at least two persons injured: 
An observer for a nationally known conservative anti-Nazi 
organization identified many members of the mob as “the 
same gang of Christian Fronters and Coughlinites who broke 
up anti-Nazi meetings in Philadelphia before the war.” One 
middle aged drunk kept shouting “I’m strictly a Gerald K. 
Smith man. Send the kikes back to Palestine. Gerald K. 
Smith is my man, and Calvert is my liquor.” 


The Court of Appeals of New York State has unanimously 
held that a false charge that a person is a Communist or a 
Communist sympathizer is basis for a libel action. 


In a recent speech at Buenos Aires our new Ambassador, 
James Bruse, praised President Peron as “a great leader of 
a great nation.” He announced that at the President’s invita- 
tion the American business community there was preparing 
a plan on the basis of which further U. S. capital might be 
encouraged to come to Argentina. 


In her column recently Mrs. Roosevelt criticized Gov. 
Dewey for using the state police to keep a delegation of 
working mothers away from his house when they came to 
plead for continuance of child care centers in New York. 
The World Telegram ran the column in the first edition. In 
all others there was substituted.a story headlined “Russians 
Admit Own Coal Crisis... .” : 
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! - Se 3 ‘ 
* . a 


By permission Saturday Review of Literatu 


Executive Secretary's Report 


I. Foreign Pouicy 


Against Atomic War 


We will continue to fight all steps which tomorrow or the 
next day may result in atomic destruction. Capitalist 
Robert Ralph Young writes: 

‘‘The time has come to Stop Kidding Ourselves. We 
are kidding ourselves if we believe the atomic bomb was 
dropped on Japan. The atom bomb was dropped upon 
Russia, and the Russians know it. 

‘“How can we in good conscience call for the renuncia- 
tion of atomic weapons as a crime against humanity when 
in the name only of expediency we used it against resi- 
dential cities without warning? I have read carefully the 
legalistic document of Mr. Stimson to justify the use of 
the bomb, but it only underlines everything I have said. 
Admiral Halsey and others confirm the war was virtually 
won and there was not even military justification for 
its use.’’ 

Food for Peace 


On firm Biblical grounds, we have opposed using Ameri- 
can food against near-starving peoples whose governments 
are more radical or more friendly to the Soviet Union than 
ours. We have consistently opposed using food as a political 
weapon, as in the recent instance of the decision to deny 
relief to Poland. At this precise time the Food and Agricul- 
ture Organization listed Poland as one of the still starving 
countries, as did the American Friends Service Committee. 

The starving children and families in Poland are not our 
enemies. Methodist leaders tell how the Methodist Church 
has found new, religious freedom and opportunity in the 
new Poland. We have read Bishop Garber’s praise of the 
Polish government .for its heroic efforts against Poland’s 
ancient curse of anti-semitism. We have listened also to 
Ralph Sockman and Louie Newton testify to the freedom 
of religion practiced by millions in Russia. They coneur 
with other first hand observers that the people there want 
above all else to spend the rest of their days in peace. We 
hear this also from-the Protestant delegation in Yugoslavia. 
But suppose we are wrong and these peoples of the East 
are our enemies, would we, therefore, be justified in with- 
holding them food and reconstruction aid? Paul said, “If 
thine enemy hunger, feed him.” A hymn says, “In Christ 
there is no east or west.” To “realists” who respond to 
the world’s need for peace and democracy by supporting 
the “Truman Doctrine” these words seem utterly foolish. 
But to folk in the Federation, they represent needed wisdom. 
Let me confess, therefore, to having been impressed by 
words in the New York Times from Marshal Tito: 


‘«There can be no question today of two fronts: Western 
and Eastern; Western countries and Eastern countries. 
No, the question today is one of true democracy versus 
reaction. There exists reaction in all Western countries. _ 
just as it exists in our own country. There are democratic — 
elements in England just as in any other country. — 

‘*Therefore, we should be on our guard today just as all 

_ other peoples who cherish human democratic ideas and who 
wish to avoid a new war and the adventures of various 


if a _ reactionary and imperialistic cliques should be on their 


g a : ; f 
: question today is of these two fronts; the front 
racy and peace on the one hand; of reaction 
us provocatours on the other hand; in no ease 
| question of two fronts alpen the lines West 
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Nations and gave it the fait accompli of unilateral whol 


_ present reactionary monarchy and 


Indonesia 


In the Dutch assault against Indonesia American military 
equipment was used, and invading forces were American 
trained. Other things disturbed us about our government. — 
To quote the Foreign Policy Association, “Within the frame- 
work of #-cautious approach, Washington has seemed to 
lean more toward the Dutch than the Indonesian side. This 
has been suggested by some statements made by Herschel 
Johnson, representative on the Security Council, especially 
his reference to the so-called Republic of Indonesia. Per- — 
haps more significant was the action of the International 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development on August 7 
in granting the Netherlands a $195 million loan for economic 
reconstruction. This is in effect an American credit, whose 
timing will be felt in Indonesia.” On August 1 in the New 
York Times we read of the friendly reception by President 
Truman of “Dr. L. Van Kleffan today for the presentation 
of his letters of credence as Ambassador of the Netherlands, 
without a word about the Indonesian situation.” Or in the 
New York Times of August 17: “The United Nations Eco- 
nomie and Social Council rejected today an attempt by the 
Netherlands to reopen the question of a direct invitation — 
to the Republic of Indonesia to attend the United Nations — 
Conference on trade and employment. On the losing side 
with the Netherlands were Britain, the United States, France 
and Canada.” When India and Australia brought the © 
matter before the Security Council our delegate helped — 
defeat the Soviet resolution calling for a cessation of hostili- 
ties and withdrawal of the aggressor’s troops to the place 
from which the aggression had been launched. After the 
Security Council had taken up the dispute and after the 
proposal for Council arbitration was made, the United 
States unilaterally offered to mediate the dispute and 
brought diplomatic pressure for the offer. The Dutch 
colonial regime with which we had sided in ease after case 
appreciated and immediately accepted the unilateral Ameri- 
ean offer. But this was not acceptable to the Indonesian 
Republic. In some of the votes on this question in the © 
Security Council the usual firm alliance between our govern- 
ment and colonial powers was broken and America and the 
U.S.8.R. voted together and against the colonial powers 
for such things as the cease fire order, the invitation to the 
Indonesia Republic to appear and present its case, and the 
Soviet resolution to have representatives of all members of — 
the Security Council investigate in Indonesia the way in — 
which both sides were carrying out the cease fire order. — 
The commendable position taken on those matters by our — 
American delegate shows the effectiveness of American 
public opinion against colonialism and Dutch aggression. 


Greece 


, ; ; y ¥ 
Greece has received major attention on the international 
scene. The most militant role of any non-Greek nation 


is our government’s which in March ignored the Uni 


economic and military intervention—taking over the ro 
of the British first sent by Churchill to assure a reaction 

proto-fascist, sufficiently subservient mon y 
U. 8. program in Greece? Its substan 


war—to be fought without 
san in the mountains has- 
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nation! If spokesmen for the Soviet Union indulged in 
any such brazen actions and threats on behalf of either side 
in a civil war in the Western Hemisphere, does anyone 
think for one moment that the peace of the world could 
prevail? If these three nations are intervening in Greece, 
such intervention is as nothing compared to the all out 
intervention first practiced by Great Britain and now, on 
an even larger scale, by ourselves. Let us agree that all 
intervention in Greece threatens peace. Let our representa- 
tives call on the United Nations to stop all economic and 
military intervention in Greece from whatever source and 
for either the Leftist or Rightist sides. Let the Greek 
people determine their own destiny. Let us have done 
with ali intervention, both obvious and alleged, and ask 
the United Nations to see to it. Such a policy gives best 
promise of bringing speedy end to the tragic civil war, 
restoring civil liberties, and developing more progressive, 
democratic government, capable of uniting the people on 
a non-civil-war basis. The present program on the contrary 
promises no such desirable results but rather increasing 
financial burdens on American citizens, increasing murder 
of Greek partisans, continued abrogation of civil rights, 
and increasing likelihood of global (as well as civil) war. 


Veto 


According to our press, the major hindrance to peace 
and progress in Greece is the stubborn Soviet veto. It is 
true that the Soviet delegate vetoed Security Council resolu- 
tions on Greece prompted by our government, and calcu- 
lated to help the Greek government and hurt its opponents 
in the civil war. The second American resolution was con- 
siderably stronger than the first, which also had veen vetoed. 
Our delegates knew this stronger resolution had no chance 
for passage but deliberately sought to provoke a Soviet 
veto. Such action makes good copy for anti-Soviet news- 
papers and fits perfectly into a great global game of power 
politics. But it contributes in no way to the Greek people 
or the United Nations or peace. Our Security Council 

_ delegate would do well to read again and to heed the words 
of President Truman delivered to the U.N. General 
_ Assembly: 

“‘The exercise of neither veto Tights nor majority ehts 
can make peace secure. There is no substitute for agree- 
ments universally acceptable because just to all concerned. 
The Security Council is intended to promote that kind of 

- agreement and it is fully qualified for that purpose.’’ 


_ If the U. S. and the U. S. S, R. live together in friendship, 

collaboration, friendly competition and mutual understand- 
ing, there will be no atomic war. If they do not, atomic 
_ holocaust is likely. Obviously there is a job here for Soviet 
as well as American lovers of peace. Our special responsi- 
bility as American citizens is to help our own government 
_ to help rather than hinder that American-Soviet understand- 
ing and collaboration which is necessary. We shall not help 
this cause of peace by favoring steps to convert the United 
_ Nations into an anti-Soviet instrumentality like the League 
of Nations. I fear this would result from destroying the 
present United Nations principle of great power unity on 
non-procedural matters directly involving peace and security 
(the so-called “veto” principle). If on such major matters 
there is great power (especially Soviet- American) unity, 
peace for our children is secure. Without such unity peace 
is ay secure whether with or without the veto. 


is China 
‘The recommended genuine pepatcievanion in Greek civil 
applicable also to China, where the recent mission 


is notorious) raises prospects for all-out 
the increasingly regen? vernment 
for the 


ral Wedemeyer (whose partisan pro-Kuomintang 
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the violent repression of students demonstrating for food 
and peace. 

The famous “Christian General,’ Feng Yu-hsiang, long 
a Kuomintang leader, issued a most effective and vigorous 
protest. HKven General Wedemeyer admitted that Kuo- 
mintang officialdom is shamefully corrupt. But those Kuo- 
mintang officials whom General Wedemeyer was lecturing 
surely must suspect with us that the real purpose of the 
Wedemeyer mission was to pave the way for revival of 
open, large-scale American intervention in the civil war, 
and naturally on their (the reactionary) side. Unilateral 
American intervention in China, as in Turkey or Greece, 
is anti-Soviet and near or on Soviet borders. We can 
well imagine the situation (and what the press would say) 
if the shoe were on the other foot—that is, if the interven- 
tion were anti-American and on or near our borders (say 
Mexico, or one of the Latin-American countries recently 
engaged in civil war), and if that intervening were being 
done by the Soviet Union. Here is great peril both to the 
United Nations and peace and democratic progress. We 
must continue to oppose this developing practice of uni- 
lateral intervention, and must continue to urge our govern- 
ment to work through the United Nations. 


Oil and Cooperatives 


Tremendously significant is the International Cooperative 
Alliance plan for a United Nations Oil Authority under the 
Economic and Social Council, to administer the vast Middle 
Eastern oil deposits with equal access for all nations, as 
guaranteed in the Atlantic Charter. June 27, in the 
New York Times: “The plan is expected to meet stiff 
opposition from American and British petroleum interests 
that now control most of the oil extracted in the Middle 
East.” The expectation was justified. The U. S. Chamber 
of Commerce vigorously opposed. The U. S. has played 
a leading role in preventing favorable action. U. S. and 
British representatives in U.N. argued that the U.N. was 
unable “to administer the rich oil resources in the Middle 
East.” The Railway Brotherhood’s Labor commented: 
“Only the oil plutoerats of Britain and the U. S. can do 
that job. It-means hundreds of millions of dollars in 

profits for them.” The Cooperator commented, “A story 
affecting the welfare of every inhabitant of this globe is 
being played down desperately in the daily press. It is 
the story of the efforts of International Cooperatives to 
bring oil resources of the world under control of the United 
Nations, and the feverish effort of the huge cartels to quickly 
enact an Anglo-American agreement which will prevent just 
such ‘interference.’ ” 


II. Domestic DEVELOPMENTS 
Civil Liberties 


In my state four persons (only one aceused of any crime) 
were dragged out of a car and murdered by some 20 white 
men in a county where everyone knows everyone else. Six- 
teen months have gone. No one has been indicted, brought 
to trial or punished. In South Carolina a man was lynched. 
The murderers were brought to trial and admitted their 
murder. The jury met briefly and pronounced them inno- 
cent. This Republican Congress has effectively sabotaged 
anti-lynching legislation as its democratic predecessor. But 
federal anti-kidnapping legislation passed Congress speedily, 
after the Lindbergh kidnapping. (Poor people are lynched. 
Wealthy people are kidnapped—indicating that America 
has a ruling class. The recent Congress contributed more 
evidence.) Congress also neglected anti-poll tax and fair 
employment legislation. 


Amidst extreme anti-red hysteria the House passed a bill Bee 


with only 61 dissenting votes called by Marquis Childs “tl 
greatest single thrust to undermine civil liberties in th 
history of our country.” International Latex Corpora 
states the bill authorizes inquisition into private 
all government employees, including that vast majoril 
| Ganitors, see a) who have no part a I 
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Adds the corporation, “The accused (would be) denied his 
rightful opportunity to confront his accuser. . . . If he 
failed to satisfy his inquisitors—for example, as whether 
there were ‘reasonable grounds’ for believing that he had 
‘sympathetic association’ with any organization on a list 
to be arbitrarily designated by the Attorney General on his 
own personal say-so as ‘totalitarian, Fascist, Communist or 
subversive’-—the accused would be dismissed summarily from 
government employment ... no provision for appeal... 
no right of review from the decision of this roving omni- 
potent Board. The accused would be dropped, with the 
soul-searing finding—worse for many than a prison sentence 
that he was ‘disloyal to the Government of the United 
States.’ This bill lacks all respect for democratic rights 
and the standards of fair play.” The day after this bill 
passed the House, reports the National Conference of the 
Methodist Youth Fellowship, eleven “board members of the 
Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee were held to be in 
contempt of Congress and sentenced to prison for refusing 
to turn over the organization’s reeords to the House Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities. Most alarming is the 
indifference and disinterest in the liberal ranks in the face 
of so monstrous a crime against civil liberties. 


(1) The congressional committee had no right to poke 
into a bona fide relief organization. 

(2) Hundreds of government workers had contributed 
small amounts to the Anti-Fascist Committee, and 
their jobs would be endangered if their names were 
revealed. The day before, the House passed a 
“loyalty bill” which would make possible the firing 
of any federal employee suspected of any connection 
or sympathy with so-called subversive groups. 

(3) Seores of anti-Fascist Spaniards aided by the com- 
mittee have returned to Spain; they and their 
families would be placed in jeopardy were their 
names made known through the committee records. 


Anyone familiar with the record of Rankin and Thomas 
in Congress knows that nothing is sacred to them. Once 
the records were placed within their reach publication and 
persecution would practically be assured.” 

The “Loyalty” bill which passed the House was like 
Truman’s Executive Order, providing a similar inquisition 
into all employees of the executive department—some 214 
million people, most of whom do not influence government 
policy. Among the “activities or associations which may 
be considered in determination of disloyalty,” is, “Member- 
ship in, affiliation with, or sympathetic association with any 
foreign or domestic organization, designated by the Attorney 
General as “totalitarian, fascist, communist, or subversive.” 
States the National Lawyers Guild: “It is dangerous for 
the Executive Department of Government to exercise the 
power of determining the subversiveness or disloyalty of 
every organization in the entire nation, political, civic or 
religious. Nowhere in the Constitution is such power vested 
in the President or Congress. Further, to impute doctrines 
of an organization, so illegally determined, to its members, 
constitutes the worst heresy hunting.” (Supreme Court 
in Bridges vs. Wixon.) This order “invades the function 
of the legislature. There is no basis in either statute or 
constitution for promulgation of such standards by the 
President. Congress has spoken on sabotage, espionage, 
treason, advocacy of overthrow of the Government. But 
never has it prescribed membership in or sympathetic 
association with organizations, or entrusted to the executive 
power to dictate political views of government employees. 
On the contrary, it has asserted government employees shall 
be free to express their political opinions. (Section 9A of 
Hatch Act.)” Fundamental American principles in judi- 
cial procedure are violated by the Executive Order. In 
United States vs. Lovett the Supreme Court threw out as 
unconstitutional action by Congress barring individuals 
deemed “subversive” from future government employment 
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. “without trial by duly constituted courts.” Why would 
this be less true of action today by the Executive branch ? 
The Court added: “And even the courts were commanded 
to stay their hands until and unless certain tested safeguards 
were observed. An accused in court must be tried by an 
impartial jury, must be clearly informed of the charge 
against him, the law which he is charged with violating 
must have been passed before he committed the act charged, 
he must be confronted by the witnesses against him, he 
must not be compelled to incriminate himself, he cannot 
twice be put in jeopardy for the same offense, and even 
after conviction no cruel and unusual punishment can be 
inflicted upon him.” These safeguards are not provided by 
the Executive Order, which does not guarantee an impartial 
hearing board,;*or provide the right to confront, cross 
examine and directly discredit accusers. The order reverses 
the basie principle in American democracy that the accused 
is considered innocent until proven guilty. No proof is 
required. Only “reasonable grounds . . . for belief.” And 
then follows the serious stigma and punishment involved. 
Another basic American democratic principle violated is that 
no man shall be convicted as guilty on grounds of associa- 
tion. This was established by the Supreme Court in its 
statement in the Schneiderman case, “under our traditions 
beliefs are personal and not a matter of mere association, 
and men adhering to a political party or other organization 
notoriously do not subscribe unqualifiedly to all of its plat- 
forms or asserted principles.” The Lawyers Guild states: 
“The Attorney General is given the authority to designate 
organizations, proof of membership in which may be the 
basis for disqualification. This designation may be made 
without the requirement of a hearing for the designated 
organization. Nor is there any requirement that the organ- 
izations designated be made public. The designation may 
have retroactive effect so that membership in organizations 
before they have been designated by the Attorney General 
may nevertheless be the basis for removal. Tests of organ- | 
izations which may be designated (totalitarian, fascist, com- _ 
munist or subversive) are not sufficiently definite to permit 
individuals to know in advance which organizations will 
be designated and which not. 

“The Authority thus conferred and the absence of ade- S 
quate restraints upon its exercise permit the Attorney Gen- 
eral to become in effect a political censor and violate rights 
heretofore considered sacred. The Supreme Court (Board 
of Education v. Barnette) stated: 

‘«<Tf there is any fixed star in our constitutional con- 
stellation, it is that no official, high or petty, can prescribe 
what shall be orthodox in polities, nationalism, religion or 
other matters of opinion or force citizens to confess by 
word or act their faith therein. If there are any cireum- 
stances swpich permit an exception, they do not occur 
to us. 


Hitler, in the name of fighting communism, destroyed all 
democratic rights. Our nation, with its great democratic 
heritage, must not follow Hitler. We are not alone con- 
cerned here with freedom for a small, unpopular political 
minority. Involved is the right of all Americans to seek 
and gain truth in an atmosphere for free political con- 
viction and free interplay of ideas. Involved is our freedom ~ 
to consider all analysis of our society and all proposals for 
improving it. Once we destroy political freedom for some — 
minority, we destroy freedom for all. As Lincoln said, — 
“Familiarize yourselves with the chains of bondage, and 
you prepare your own bonds to wear them. Accustomed to 
trample on the rights of others, you have lost the genius _ 
of your own independence and become fit subjects of the 
first cunning tyrant among. you.” . But the war is over. — 
Why all this hysteria and witch-hunting? Lawyers Guild 
puts it: “What crisis compels this wholesale hee 
of civil liberties, this conversion of government employees 
into politically sterile idea-less automatons? govern- 
ment has operated satisfactorily through two wars without — 
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such extreme measures, The laws against espionage and 
sabotage were sufficient in wartime: they should be adequate 
now. We found no inadequacy in the size and competence 
of our police force during wartime; there should be no 
need for their multiplication at this stage.’ Surely we can 
agree with Rep. Holifield of California’ that “the eustom 
of smearing people of good character with charges of 
‘communists,’ ‘Red fascism’ and ‘radical,’, and the attempt 
to include within the opprobrium of these epithets ‘pro- 
gressive,’ ‘liberal,’ ‘New Dealer,’ is one of the most dangerous 
practices in American polities.’ (For the most telling 
indictment of current witch-hunts, see elsewhere in this 
issue reprint of the article in the Sept. Harpers by Prof. 
Commager of Columbia University History Dept.) 


Economic Reaction 


This same period has seen unparalleled attacks on labor 
by state legislatures and on the cooperative movement. These 
attacks have come when labor and the common people have 
had a marked decrease both in political power and in their 
share of the nation’s wealth. Present political weakness of 
labor (which makes ridiculous the claims that such restrictive 
legislation was necessary because of labor’s excessive power) 
is clearly shown by Congress, which consistently did the 
bidding of the NAM and regularly and utterly failed to serve 
the interests of American workers or the common people. 
That Congress has well been called one of reaction and 
inaction on needed social legislation: national health insur- 
ance, federal aid to education, national housing act, social 
security coverage extension, higher minimum wage act, tax 
relief for low income families, legislation curbing excessive 
prices and profiteering (instead of which, rent control was 
emasculated and OPA was buried). Military appropriations 
continue extremely high; but there were serious cuts for 
wage-hour and child labor enforcement, school lunches, ete. 
There was no help to displaced persons in Europe; and a 
serious blow was struck the United Nations when Congress 
passed the Truman legislation to bypass the U.N. in a uni- 
lateral American military program in Greece and Turkey. 
Heat is now on for conscription from the Administration 
and all who would militarize post-war America (and further 
threaten peace and the U.N.). The bill was approved by 
the House Armed Services Committee in July without a dis- 
senting vote (though a number of members were absent 
vainly trying to prevent a quorum). 

The assault on labor and the neglect of social legislation 
which would increase security and mass purchasing power 
come at a time when workers actually get an ever smaller 
share of national income, despite the timely warning of 
Ex-Gov. Keen Johnson of Kentucky earlier this year, that 
no depression ever came to America because workers received 
too large a share. This was a time for strengthening, not 
crippling labor. The Department of Commerce shows the 
share of national income going to wages and salaries declined 
from 70.2 in 1944 to 62.45 in the 4th quarter of 1946. In 
the same period the share going to net corporate profits 
after taxes increased from 6.2 per cent to 9.1 per cent. This 
dangerous trend has continued in 1947. 

The purchasing power of workers and the common people 
has been hit by the continued post-OPA rise in prices which 
reached an all-time peak in March, only to reach a new one 
in June, as is revealed by the Bureau of Labor Statistics. 
Further rise in living costs can reasonably be anticipated 


as a result of the accumulating effect of rent control emascu- 
lation. An August 28 A.P. dispatch from Washington states: 


“Wholesale prices rose another 0.3 per cent to new post- 


war peaks the week ending August 23, the Bureau of Labor 


isties reported today. This took the Bureau’s price index 


nth earlier and 19.5 per cent above a year ago. 


53.5 per cent of the 1926 average. It was 1.9 per cent 
: cent higher than 1937 and 594 per cent 
97 = : « : = . 
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This spiral in living costs shows why real wages have 
dropped since 1944. Federal Reserve Board indicates low 
income families have been forced to cut into savings. 

We get light on economic problems from conservative 
sources. In July the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago 
reports “insufficient buying power now seems to be much 
more important than refusal to spend available funds. Con- 
sumers appear to be struggling to maintain a standard 
achieved during the war. They are willing to spend, but 
the increased prices of essentials have reduced sharply funds 
‘left-over.’ Rising rents will foree many consumer to reduce 
their money expenditures.” The First National Bank of 
Boston in July reports under “Purchasing Power Dwindling,” 
“Despite record-breaking income payments, many consumers 
are drawing on their savings and running into debt. After 
allowances are made for the rise in living costs and in taxes, 
it requires twice as much income for the average person to 
maintain the living standards of the pre-war period. Should 
there be a fresh upsurge in prices, consumers would be 
further pinched. So ‘unprecedented prosperity’ is a delusion, 
like a mirage on the desert. There is feverish activity on 
the merry-go-round, but each whirl finds the average con- 
sumer worse off. The purchasing power of disposable income 
has declined almost steadily since 1945, with loss of more 
than 10 per cent.” 

There has been no eating into profits or dividends! The 
Dept. of Commerce reveals 1946 net corporate profits as 
12.5 billions, by far the highest profit figure in history! 
“Midyear Eeonomic Report of the President” to Congress 
indicates profits are even higher this year—at the 
rate of $17.4 billion! Dividends have also boomed. A.P. 
reported August 13: “The government reported a big jump 
in corporate cash dividends today . . . the Commerce Dept. 
said dividends publicly reported by corporations in June 
climbed to $609,400,000—18 per cent over June 1946. For 
the second quarter of the year, April-May-June, they pushed 
up to $1,157,500,000, a 16 per cent increase over last year. 
And dividends from the retailers and wholesalers soared 
42 per cent for the quarter.” 

There are those who find comfort in this “boom.” But 
this “boom” may change into an equally immoral and unjus- 
tified “bust.” This could be prevented by vigorous enough 
application of the Methodist Federation program. But there 
are those with another program. They say a “bust” can be 
prevented by militarizing America, reducing unemployment ~ 
prospects through conscription, and creating new markets 
and military jobs through a program in far-flung lands of 
unilateral intervention, economic imperialism and domination. 
German fascism offered this against mass employment grow- 
ing out of the world-wide collapse of capitalism. That 
brought jobs to German unemployed (and profits to German 
monopolists). But at what a social, moral and spiritual toll! 
And that was before the atom bomb. 

Survey of contemporary social events and serious religi- 
ously rooted reflection upon them, inevitably produces burn- 
ing sense of the urgent, imperative significance of this 


‘spearhead fellowship. Let us take courageous, prophetic 


action attune to the needs of our day, which builds the 
Federation and its program effectiveness, and which makes 
some contribution to the advancement ofthe Kingdom of God. 

. J. R. M. — 
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Notice—Copies of "Making Methodism Methodist," by 
five members of the Alabama Conference Chapter of the 


MFSA, are now available in a paper-bound edition from _ : 


the National Office, 150 5th Ave., New York II, at a 
price of fifty cents. . Ses eet: 


Send in your order for this stimulating book TODAY. 


as 
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PROGRAM 


Annual Meeting 


METHODIST FEDERATION FOR SOCIAL ACTION 
NATIONAL COLLEGE OF CHRISTIAN WORKERS 
Kansas City, Mo., December 27-29, 1947 


THEME: “The Christian Church and Present Day Tensions.” 


SaTuRDAY, DECEMBER 27, 1947 


10:00-12:00 A.M. Registration 

12:00— 1:00 P.M. Lunch 

2:00— 3:00 P.M. Worship—Dr. James Chubb 

Opening Addresses: Bishop L. O. Hart- 

man, Rev. Jack R. McMichael—Ex- 
planation of conference set-up 

Get-acquainted Tea 

“The Christian Church and International 

Tensions” 
a. American-Soviet Relations: Dr. Je- 
rome Davis, author “Behind Soviet 
Power” 
b. Colonialism and the Far Hast: Dr. 
L. N. Palar, Chief, Indonesian 
Delegation to the UN. Marshal 
Feng Yuhsiang, the Christian 
General of China 
ce. Europe: Rev. Edgar Wahlberg 
Questions and Discussion 
Dinner 
Commissions 
The Christian Church and American- 
Soviet Relations—Resource Leaders: 
Dr. Jerome Davis; Dr. Harry F. Ward; 
Dr. L. L. Dunnington; Dr. Charles F. 
Boss, Jr., chairman 

The Christian Church and Colonialism 
and the Far Hast—Resource Leaders: 
Dr. L. N. Palar; Mr. Soedjatmoko, Act- 
ing Chief of Republic of Indonesia 
Office; Rev. Carl D. Soule; Rev. Gar- 
land Hopkins; Miss Edith Simester, 
chairman 

The Christian Church and Europe— 

Resource Leaders: Rev. Edgar Jack- 
son, U. §. A. Chaplain serving in 
Greece during the war, chairman; Rev. 
Edgar Wahlberg 
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Sunpay, DecemMBER 28, 1947 


8:00— 9:00 A.M. “The Christian Church and HEeonomie 
Tensions” 
a. Labor—Kermit Eby, Director CIO 
Department of Research 
b. Agriculture—Dr. Arthur Raper, 
U. 8. Department of Agriculture 
Commissions 
The Christian Church and Agriculture— 
Resource Leaders: Rev. Andrew Tur- 
nipseed, chairman; Rev. Roger Ort- 
mayer; Miss Marjorie Menkler 
The Christian Church and Labor— 
Resource Leaders: Dr. Charles Webber, 
Dr. Willard Uphaus, Miss Eleanor 
Neff; Merlin Miller of Consumers Co- 
operative Assn.; Kermit Eby; Dr. 
Henry Hitt Crane 
Worship and Sermon—Bishop W. Earl 
Ledden 


Dinner 


9:00-11:00 A.M. 


11 :00-12:00 A.M. 


12:00- 1:00 P.M. 


Social Questions Bulletin 


“The Christian Church and_ Civil 
Liberties.” Dr. Harry F. Ward 
“Human Relations in the Church and 
Community’—Miss Thelma Stevens, 
national director, Christian Social Re- 
lations Dept., WSCS 

Discussion 

Commissions 

The Christian Church and Civil Liberties 
—Resource Leaders: Mrs. M. E. Tilly; 
Dr. Charles Houston, NAACP lawyer; 
Carl Marzani, victim of present gov- 
ernment loyalty purge 

Human Relations in the Church and Com- 
munity—Resourece Leaders: Bishop 
Edward Kelley; Bishop Charles Bra- 
shares; Dr. Clyde Miller; Miss Thelma 


2:00- 3:15 P.M. 


2:45- 3:15 P.M. 
3:15- 5:00 P.M. 


Stevens 

6:00- 7:00 P.M. Supper 

7 :30- P.M. Committees or beginning of Plenary 
Session 


Monpay, DECEMBER 29, 1947 


8:00- 8:15 A.M. Worship 

8:15- 1:00 P.M. Plenary Session—Adoption of MFSA 
Program (Plenary session may extend 
into afternoon if necessary) 

1:00-— 2:00 P.M. Lunch 


Federation Activities and Reports 


THE NEW YORK EAST CONFERENCE chapter of the 
Federation held its Fall meeting at the Hartford Seminary 
Foundation, Hartford, Conn., on November 15th. The Rev. 
Paul DuBois, of Bristol, conference chapter president, 
presided. 

Principal speaker was Dr. Guy Emery Shipler, editor of 
The Churchman. Dr. Shipler spoke on “Religious Freedom 
in Yugoslavia.” He headed a delegation of seven American 
Protestant clergymen to that country last summer. 


THE NEW YORK CITY LOCAL CHAPTER met at 
historie John Street Church on lower Manhattan on October 
29th to hear an address by General Feng Yu-hsiang, the 
Chinese Christian General, who is now in this country. 
About 40 were in attendance. 

The Rev, Edward McGowan, co-President of the chapter, 
presided. 


THE PACIFIC NORTHWEST CONFERENCE CHAP- 
TER, with headquarters at 4731—46th Street, N. E., Seattle, 
held a “Conclave” at Trinity Methodist Church, Seattle, on 
October 14th and 15th. Among the speakers were the Rev. 
Dr. Harold C,. Case of First Church, Pasadena, California; 
J. B. Dillinghampf of the Institute of Labor Economies, 
University of Washington; Harry Tucker, field representa- 
tive of the CIO, and Elmer Miller, president of the Wash- 
ington State Federation of Teachers. 

The conclave closed with a banquet honoring Bishop 
Francis J. McConnell, former President of the Methodist 
Federation For Social Action, who is now administering 
the Portland Area. ars 7d j 

The Pacifie Northwest Conference chapter publishes a very 


attractive monthly paper called “The Social Questions Junior 
Bulletin.” — 
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THE KENTUCKY CONFERENCE CHAPTER of the 
Federation presented the following resolutions to the annual 
conference at its recent session: 

Realizing the need for study and action on some of the great 
social problems confronting the people of our State and Na- 
tion, Kentucky Chapter of Methodist Fedération for Social 
Action desires to present to the Conference the following 
resolutions as indicative of the purposes of .the organization 
and of the nature of its work, and seeks the approval of the 
Conference. 


1. Whereas, not until recent years has the American prin- 
ciple of separation of Church and State been seriously 
questioned. And whereas when we became engulfed in 
a world war, expediency became the order of the day 
and many long cherished American traditions were tem- 
porarily set aside along the march to total victory. How- 
ever it was taken for granted that there would be restored 
after victory had been achieved on the field of battle. 
Among these was the principle of Separation of Church 
and State. 


In the War days our President thought it expedient and 
necessary for total victory, to have a personal repre- 
sentative at the Vatican. He assured the American 
people that such an arrangement would terminate with 
the Duration. 


The War came to a elose with total victory. Another 
President is in the White House. He too maintains a 
Personal Representative at the Vatican. He too has 
assured the American people that such procedure was 
temporary. 


But the pronouncements of the Catholic press the recent 
Supreme Court decision in the New Jersey case, the bold 
action of the Catholic Hierarchy in political matters leads 
us to fear that the presidential representative to the 
Vatican will become a permanent institution and will 
become an opening wedge against separation of Church 
and State and be used against Protestants. 


Therefore be it resolved that the Kentucky Annual Con- 
ference vigorously and insistently protest to President 
Truman the continuance of his personal representative to 
the Vatican as giving unwarranted recognition to the 
Catholic Church and that the Conference urge the Presi- 
dent to terminate such an arrangement at once. 


2. Whereas the Methodist Federation for Social Action 
recognizes in the wide use of alcoholic beverages and in 
the industry producing them one of the greatest menaces 
to the spiritual and social welfare of the people of the 
State of Kentucky, the Federation desires to support 
the broad and far reaching program of the Board of 
Temperance as presented to this Conference in its re- 

port and resolutions of August 28, and the Federation 
is resolved to co-operate with said Temperance Board 
in every possible way. 


3. Whereas gambling is practiced in many forms within ~ 


the State and on such scale as to present a serious prob- 

lem in the moral and spiritual growth of our citizens 
and whereas the Federation considers this one of the 
. great social evils of our time, it is resolved that the Fed- 

eration shall seek out all possible means of encouraging 
. - and assisting those forces now working to free our peo- 
ple from this evil and to drive it from our midst. 


. A study of the General Minutes reveals the fact that 
the majority of our Methodist “Churches are in the 
rural sections and small towns. This is particularly true 
of the Kentucky Conference. 4 
‘Therefore we urge the Bishop and the Cabinet. to con- 
tinue recognition of rural and town Pastors by giving 


em equal representation upon the Conference Boards 
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and Committees. We commend the conference for their 
efforts to establish an adequate salary for rural and 
small town pastors. We urge the Kentucky Conference 
to set up necessary organizations for making comfortable, 
adequate and commodious parsonages for rural and town 
charges. 


5. Whereas: We of America are faced with a world in dire 
poverty, hunger and distress. Whereas: millions in 
Hurope and Asia face starvation and are disillusioned 
and despairing. Whereas: 800,000 people are “displaced” 
and suffer all the physical and spiritual hardships which 
their condition entails. Whereas: as Christian our hearts 
are stirred in pity, sympathy and love for these people. 
Be it further resolved: That the members of the Kentucky 
Annual Conference urge our people to make, in the 
spirit of Christian love, all reasonable sacrifice toward 
the alleviation of the suffering of these people. 


Be it further resolved, that the secretary of the Annual 
Conference extend to the proper authorities of our gov- 
ernment our deepest gratitude for their policy of benevo- 
lent care and succor of these people. 


Be it further resolved, that we urge the Federal govern- 
ment to continue a necessary aid in so far as the national 
food supply may permit. We urge that the unused im- 
migration quotations for the way years be thrown open to 
these displaced persons of proper intelligence and capac- 
ity for immigration to the United States and we request 
the Secretary of the Conference to so inform our 
representatives. 


6. Whereas: the presidential proposal for compulsory 
military training strikes at the roots of our democracy, 
is unadvisable for our youth physically, morally and 
spiritually, and in this Atomic Age is totally inade- 
quate for the defense of our country, and 
Whereas: the Council of Bishops of the Methodist 
Church has opposed this legislation: 

Be it Resolved that the Kentucky Annual Conference 
endorse the action of the Council of Bishops and that 
the Secretary of the Conference notify all members of 
Congress, the Secretary of National Defense and the 
President of the United States of our action. 
* * x * * x 
The New York Synod of the Presbyterian Church has 
officially reported that 618 former Roman Catholics 
had been converted and received into membership in 
262 of its 779 churches during the year 1946. In the 
same year these same churches lost only 167 members 
to the Roman Catholic Church. This is about 4 to | 
in favor of the Presbyterians. 
* Baa ae x * * 
"How fantastic, how suggestive of some old lines that 
| can quote only imperfectly, our national situation is: 


With angry jests and sullen boasts 
He thrusts his fist against the posts, 
And still insists he sees the ghosts. 


For perhaps a score of years | have been sure that | 
could detect signs that our capitalist culture had begun to 
disintegrate. Now "begun" di 
situation. There is not one coherent phase of national 
policy; even our national pretences lack sense. Like a 
paralytic whose left front brain lobe is involved, we can 
accomplish nothing with our hands, and our vocal organs 
make sounds without saying anything! This is fearful, but 


\ 


oesn't begin to describe the 


inasmuch as it presages the death of something that ought — 


to die, and thus makes possible a better kind of life, | am 
not really terrified, thouh | rejoice with trembling.” 
- ty _ —Dr. George A. Coe = 
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Social Issues in Today's World 
The General Welfare 


A LANKY, BESPECTACLED AMHERST PROFESSOR, 
who serves as a government economic consultant, last week 
refused “on principle” to file an FBI loyalty questionnaire. 
He said to the government, in effect, “go do something 
about it.” 

The professor is Colston E. Warne, nationally known as an 
expert on consumer problems, who has been serving as an 
unpaid consultant to the government’s top economic ageney— 
the Council of Economic Advisors. His only payment from 
the government is an occasional expense check for travel 
between Amherst, Mass., and Washington. 

Early in October, Warne received a letter indicating he 
must file the “loyalty questionnaire” required of all govern- 
ment employees under President Truman’s much-criticized 
Executive Order 9358. 

“This Executive Order is so completely repugnant to the 
political institutions of our country that I cannot comply 
with its terms, and feel that as a citizen I have no other 
course which in good conscience I can take,” Warne wrote to 
Chairman E. G. Nourse of the Economic Advisors Council. 


Labor Concern 


THE CIO’S DRIVE TO ORGANIZE THE SOUTH will 
continue “full-speed ahead—with more vigor, more intelli- 
gence and more fight than ever before,’ Van A. Bittner, 
director of the CIO Organizing Committee, said after the 
CIO annual convention at Boston voted all-out support for 
the campaign. 

Bittner called attention to Philip Murray’s statement, in 
the CIO president’s report to the convention. 

“We feel that our gains in the future will be greater than 
those in the: past, because we have a smoothly functioning 
field staff and more than 1,000 volunteer organizers,” Murray 
said. “We also have well-established CIO local unions in 
regions in which CIO was virtually unknown before our 
arrival.” : 

The convention voted a resolution stating “We extend to 
the CIO Organizing Committee our approval and apprecia- 
tion for their constructive and vigorous activity in the face 
of great difficulties, and we pledge to them our continued 
support and cooperation until the important task of organiz- 
ing the unorganized throughout the nation has been carried 
to a successful completion.” 


SAYS REV. WILLIAM SMITH, Jesuit conductor of a 
Labor School: 

“Five of the young ladies who pounded the pavement on 
the picket line in the telephone strike have entered the convent. 

“When they get into the class-room, the propaganda of the 
National Association of Manufacturers, which floods the 
schools, will not be gullibly accepted.” 


A CONCERTED DRIVE TO ORGANIZE THE CHAIN 
OF AVONDALE MILLS, one of the largest textile firms 
in the South, is one of the first steps in the CIO Organizing 
Committee’s new tactic of all-out concentration in selected 
big industries, Carey E. Haigler, Alabama CIO director, said 
here today. 

Preliminary work on Avondale Mills, which employ about 
7,000 people, has already begun and the response has been 
encouraging, Haigler said. 

Ten field organizers under the supervision of Maurice R. 

Allen, CIO Organizing Committee area director, have been 
assigned to the campaign, Haigler said. All are Southerners 
and all but two are Alabamians. 

“Staff members of the CIO Organizing Committee have 

been assigned to each plant of the company to assist the 


were second and third with enrollments of 3,600 and 3,200. 
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Avondale workers in establishing local unions of the Textile 
Workers Union of America,” he said. ' 

Cooperating in the campaign are John V. Riffe, an assistant 
to Director Van A. Bittner of the CIO Organizing Com- 
mittee; Alabama TWUA-CIO Director Edmund F. Ryan, Jr.; 
Haigler; and Alabama CIO public relations representative 
Robert W. Christofferson. 


International Relations 


WITH THE NATIONAL SERVICE ACT JUST 
ADOPTED, but with a stark need of budgetary economy, 
the British Labor Government has moved—allegedly against 
stubborn opposition from Ernest Bevin—to make sharp cuts 
in the armed forces. Peace groups and certain left-wing 
Laborites have long protested against peacetime conscription, 
while the Conservatives have hitherto supported the Govern- 
ment on this issue, often reprehending it because, in their view, 
it did not do enough for the military. But a recent attack 
on conscription by the London Evening Standard—which 
could not have been made without the backing of Lord 
Beaverbrook, owner of the paper and a Tory “enfant terrible” 
—has caused a tremendous stir in political circles of all 
parties. = 

“Stop Conseription” was the title of the Evening Standard’s 
editorial, which said: “There are now 1,500,000 people in 
the Armed Forces or making munitions for the Forces. With 
a population one-third as large as that of the United States, 
we are maintaining an army of about equal size. For a 
nation in Britain’s situation, this is madness.” Four reasons 
were brought forward by the Tory paper for the serapping 
of conscription: “(1) Conscription robs Britain every year 
of 200,000 young men aged 18 who could be one of her 
richest sources of productive labor; (2) The 12-month con- 
seript cannot be properly trained even in the traditional and 
outmoded means of warfare; (3) The atom bomb has revolu- 
tionized world strategy and politics; (4) It is still not proved 
that Britain’s military needs, considered in proper relation 
to her economic resources and the new science of warfare, 
cannot be served by regular forces of long-service men. We 
need efficiency rather than numbers.” 


UNWILLINGNESS OF THE STATE DEPT. and the 
Attorney General to allow two leading members of the French 
Confederation of Labor (the CGT) into the U. S. for more 
than two days has brought postponement of a meeting with 
CIO leaders. 

The sessions of the French-American Labor Committee, 
originally scheduled in New York Oct. 28-29, will be held 
in Paris late in November after a meeting of the executive — 
bureau of the World Federation of Trade Unions. 

State Dept. refusal to issue visas to two of the four French 
delegates—Pierre LeBrun and Henri Reynaud—was based 
on charges that they are Communists. Under a 1918 law, 
visas may not be issued to foreign Communists. 


- 4. ae Pa. 


Race Relations 


AMERICAN NEGROES ARE SHOWING AN INCREAS- 
ING INTEREST in higher education according to statistics 
on the number of Negroes attending colleges and universities. 

Last year 75,000 Negroes attended college, and the number 
was 20,000 higher than any previous year, states the National 
Association for the Advancement of Colored People. The 
Darr attributes the increase to veterans returning to_ 
school. 

More than 20 schools had enrollment of more than 1,000 
Negroes, last year, including’Ohio State University. Largest 
surel sheit 6,844, was at Howard University in Washington, | 


Houston College for Negroes and Tennessee A. & I. State 
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The United Nations 


THE UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, SCIEN- 

TIFIC AND CULTURAL ORGANIZATION, usually known 
as UNESCO, has been often criticized for having “left out 
religion.” This accusation, wholly unjustified, was answered 
recently by a statement adopted at the Regional Conference 
of UNESCO in Denver. , 
_ The section on religion directed by Rabbi Manuel Lader- 
man, Hebrew Educational Alliance, Father Hubert Newell, 
Superintendent of Schools in the Archdiocese of Denver, Rev. 
Harold Gilmore, Executive Secretary, Colorado Council of 
Churches, Dr. Arthur C. McGiffert, President, Chicago Theo- 
logical Seminary, Dr. Floyd Sampson, chairman, Department 
of Religion, University of Denver, adopted a statement of 
principles designed to “serve as a basis for the development 
of future dynamic relations between religion and UNESCO.” 
The group adopting this statement of principles was com- 
prised of delegates representing Buddhism, Judaism, Catholi- 
cism, Protestantism, and many other faiths, along with a 
number of religious agencies such as the Council of Churches, 
YMCA, YWCA, colleges and universities. 


FOLLOWING THE PLAN originated for community 
action by Mrs. Pearl F. Richardson of Pratt, Kansas, the 
towns of Lyme and East Haddam, Connecticut, have recently 
organized a “Little UN” organization. Preliminary meetings 
were held at the home of Mrs. Edgerton Parsons, a member 
of the World Alliance Executive Committee. This group, 
patterned after the United Nations, enables the members to 
gain a better knowledge of the UN, for the individual 
members represent the member nations and take part in 
“meetings of a “Little General Assembly.” Films are shown 
-and group discussions are held. In its beginning weeks, this 
new group reported splendid cooperation with the local clergy 
-—Protestant, Catholic, and Jewish—and with the local news- 
papers. This project is recommended to other communities 
throughout the country. For further information write to 
Mrs. Edgerton Parsons, Highover, Cove Acres, Hadlyme, 
Connecticut. : 


IN RESPONSE TO MANY REQUESTS from non-gov- 
ernmental organizations for a low-cost periodical review of 
the work of the UN, the United Nations Department of 
Public Information at Lake Success, N. Y., is planning to 
issue a Newsletter for the rank and file of members of 
organization with an interest in international affairs. Pub- 
Jieation is to begin as soon as sufficient orders are received 
to meet printing costs. The Newsletter will be issued either 
fortnightly or monthly and will be available in bulk lots of 
100 or more for distribution to members of group at 25 cents 
per year for each subscription. aS 


The Cooperative Movement 


‘RESIDENTS OF GREENBELT, housing project near 
‘ashington, gave a decisive answer to a campaign against 


consumers’ cooperative shopping center by electing an 


_ fine Americanism to a single pattern, to constrain it to a 


_ $10.00 per hundred. Send your order with remit 
_ Harper’s Magazine, Dept. G, 49 East 33d Street, New 
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A COOPERATIVE DEPARTMENT STORE, said to be 
the first in this country, is scheduled to open in Arlington, 
Va., Washington suburb, in the spring of 1948. 

The Consumer Distribution Corp., founded by the late 
Edward A. Filene, Boston department store magnate, said 
that the new customer-owned establishment is the first of a 
series of three such stores being planned by CDC. It will 
be known as the E. A, Filene Co-op Store. 

Filene endowed CDC with more than $1,000,000 to be 
used in developing a chain of cooperative department stores 
owned by local customers. The Arlington store will cost 
$500,000 in initial capital, and $300,000 of ownership stock 
will be sold to consumers in the greater Washington area. 

Lester G. Ott, CDC president, said that six buyers were 
touring the northern Virginia area, visiting homes to find out 
what type of merchandise consumers in the area wanted in a 
department store. 


Who Is Disloyal to America? 


(Continued from page 131) 


TY: 

It is easier to say what loyalty is not than to say what 
it is. It is not conformity. It is not passive acquiescence in 
the status quo. It is not preference for everything American 
over everything foreign. It is not an ostrich-like ignorance 
of other countries and other institutions. It is not the in- 
dulgence in ceremony—a flag salute, an oath of allegiance, a 
fervid verbal declaration. It is not a particular creed, a 
particular version of history, a particular body of economic 
practices, a particular philosophy. 

It is a tradition, an ideal, and a principle. It is a willing- 
ness to subordinate every private advantage for the larger 
good. It is an appreciation of the rich and diverse contribu- - 
tions that can come from the most varied sources. It is 
allegiance to the traditions that have guided our greatest 
statesmen and inspired our most eloquent poets—the tradi- 
tions of freedom, equality, democracy, tolerance, the tradition 
of the higher law, of experimentation, co-operation, and 
pluralism. It is a realization that America was born of revolt, \ 
flourished on dissent, became great through experimentation. 


____Independence was an act of revolution; republicanism was 


something new under the sun; the federal system was a 
vast experimental laboratory. Physically Americans were 
pioneers; in the realm of social and economic institutions, 
too, their tradition has been one of pioneering. From the 
beginning, intellectual and spiritual diversity have been as 
characteristic of America as racial and linguistic. The most 
distinctively American philosophies have been transcendental- = 
ism—which is the philosophy of the Higher Law—and prag- 
matism—which is the philosophy of experimentation and = 
pluralism. These two principles are the very core of Ameri- 

canism: the principle of the Higher Law, or of obedience 
to the dictates of conscience rather than of statutes, and the 
principle of pragmatism, or the rejection of a single good 
and of the notion of a finished universe. From the beginning 
Americans have known that there were new worlds to con-— 
quer, new truths to be discovered. Every effort to con- 


single formula, is disloyalty to everything that is valid in 
Americanism. 2 Spat 4k aoe eee 
[Reprints of this article are available at 15 cents each, 
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The Gederation Mailbag 


SO RIGHT! 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Dear Editor: 

In regard to your editorial, ‘‘Tarnished Saints’’—from all 
that I have read about them, and it has been considerable, 
I would say that you are ‘‘so right.’’ 

I resented deeply Niemoller’s. visit to the U. 8. and John 
Foster Dulles does not represent my ‘protestant’? mind on 
World Affairs. 

Your editorials just suit me. 

Sincerely yours, 
John P. Brown 


OUR PROGRAM COMMENDED 
Nashville, Tenn. 
Dear Mr, McMichael: 

At its recent meeting at Stockton, California, the National 
Conference of Methodist Youth adopted a statement which 
said: ‘‘We commend the program of the Methodist Federation 
For Social Action and pledge our support to this prophetic 
organization.’’ 

Also the National Conference amended its constitution to 
read, ‘‘The National Conference shall also work in cooperation 
with the Methodist Federation For Social Action.’’ 

Mr. Harper and I think you will be interested in this action 
and I am enclosing copies of the constitution and of minutes 
from the Stockton meeting. 

Very Sincerely Yours, 
Neyland Hester 


AGREES WITH HARRY WARD 


Portland, Oregon 
Dear Editor: 

I have no use for the Russian system, but I must agree 
with H. Ward about the growth of anti-Red hysteria and in- 
tolerance. Think of combating Communism with ‘‘communistic 
tacties’’ as in the Hollywood Red Five Star Chamber! Recalls 
Hitler’s Germany. To this persecutive fanaticism also belongs 
the present national loyalty tests—acts which one lone Amherst 
College professor had the ethic and courage to defy. Where 
is the voice of LABOR? The Church? Is American democracy 
merely an empty phrase without content? Things like these are 
just what the founding fathers of this country protested against 
—Jefferson, Madison, etc. Are we headed for the same kind 
of Europe the founders sought to escape? 

Sincerely Yours, 
Paul Brinkman 


BOUGHT WITH A SARDINE! 


New York, N. Y. 
Dear Fellow Workers: 

A man came in this morning and said they were sleeping, 
a hundred or so, on the floor, on newspapers, at the Municipal 
Lodging House, which has been moved down to Third Street, 
near the Bowery, and nearer to us. Women and children are 
being sheltered at the place which used to be for men on | 
26th Street. Are there that many in need? It does not seem 
possible that there are so many evictions that that huge place 
has to be given entirely to women and children. 


required, Dr. Lindeman suggests: 


Social Questions Bulletin 


The last time I had a cold in the head I stayed in bed and Be 
read Oliver Twist. I was glad the Bumbles got their just — 
deserts—they ended in the almshouse—but I thought ruefully : 
that there is the Pecksniff, the Bumble, the Mrs. Jellyby in us © 
all. There is one place in Oliver Twist where the poor starving, ~ 
freezing man is given some oatmeal and gruel and sent out 
again in the road, where he promptly dies. And just last week — 
a man who had been injured at his work who came for food ~ 
several times in the week for his wife and children was sent ~ 
away with a box of oatmeal and a quart of milk! We’re feed- ~ 
ing about 250 on the line, and fifty in the house three meals 
a day, and we were thinking desperately, with the price of food — 
what it is, we are doing enough. ‘‘But he who says he has 
done enough has already perished,’’ St. Augustine says. 4 

That is the trouble with this work, one has always a guilty — 
conscience! The Little Flower says that when she was forced © 
to refuse something, she tried to do it always so lovingly that 
the person went away happier than if he had been served. We — 
will try harder to be more loving, more kind, more generous; — 
to be poorer ourselves, to ask nothing for ourselves. If we do — 
this, our share, then we can ask you to help with-all these poor ~ 
ones God sends to us, to feed them, to shelter them, to clothe 
them, to take them to our retreat house at Maryfarm, to do 
what we can to care for their needs. The paper, The Catholic 
Worker, pays for itself even at a cent a copy, since we sell so 
many and people generally give more than a cent. But we ~ 
have to ask your help to. pay the other bills, and they are big ~ 
indeed right now. One of our bill collectors wrote once on the ~ 
bottom of-the bill he sent in, ‘‘Pray, and pay.’’ He knew he ~ 
could do nothing about these bills but pray, and that we will 
indeed promise to-do, and for all of you who are helping in © 
keeping this work going. es 

St. Teresa said once that she was so grateful that she could ~ 
be bought with a sardine. .And gratitude makes me thank God, 
and thank you, and beg Him to bless you all. q 

Gratefully in Christ, 
. The Editor, . 
~. The Catholic Worker 


Survey Graphic Magazine, special November issue. 
Stoel Y coe 


A plea for the acceptance of ‘‘moral striving’’ as the endur- 
ing goal of life and of public education is the final point to 
which the whole November number of Survey Graphic leads up. 
It is a heartening thing to find this emphasis in the secular ~ 
press. Sp ies : = 
The November issue of Survey Graphic called Education For 
Our Time is devoted to the American school system and its 
postwar opportunities and responsibilities. The concluding 
article, written by Eduard C. Lindeman, professor of social 
philosophy at the New York School of Social Work, u 
the teaching of morality as the major task of the publie schoo 

Dr. Lindeman writes: i eee es ee 

‘‘In a society which grants freedom of worship, pub 
schools cannot teach sectarian morality. In one sense pu 
schools probably should teach moral mindedness rather 
specific moralities. What we have a right to expect of pu 
schools is a moral product, a ges who possesses a mo. 
attitude toward life, a citizen who knows that no 
problem is answered until its mors 
have been dealt with and resolv: 

On the method of such teachin; 


112 E, 19th | 


~ 


“Morality 


made teachable 1 


